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TEST ACT, &. 


N ſome late Writings on the Side of 
the Diſſenters, great Merit is aſcribed 
to Alderman Love, one of the Members 
of Parliament for the City of London, on Ac- 
count of a Declaration he is faid to have made, 
while the Teſt Act was under the Coaſidera- 
tion of the Houſe of Commons. It was to this 
Effect, That though he was aware the Diſ- 
ſenters muſt be included in it, he would not 
oppoſe ſo neceſſary an Act againſt Fopery; 
but that, when it was paſſed, ſome Regard, 
it the Houſe pleaſed, might be had to Pro- 
teſtant Diſſenters. The Bill, ſays Mr. 
Neal, in his Preface to the Hiſtery of the 
2 Puritans, 


W — 


— — - 


full it 


(6) 

Puritans, was voted accordingly, and auo- 
ther brought in For the Eaſe of his Majc- 
ity's Proteſtant Subjects; which paſſed the 
(um mons, but before it could get through 
the Lords, the King came to the Houſe and 
roroghed the Parliament. Thus, continues 

, the Proteftant Non-Conformiſts, out of 
their abundant Zeal for the Proteſtant Re- 
ligion, ſbackled themſelves, and were left 
upon a Level with Popiſh Recuſants, And 
another of their Writers, having given an 
Account of paſſing the Teſt Act in the 
Year 1673, immediately adds, In the Year 
1680, a Bill paſſed both Houſes of Parlia- 
ment, for exempting his Majeſty's Proteſtant 
Subjets from certain Penalties, but when 
the King came to the Houſe 2 the Bills, 
this Bill was taken from the Table, and ne- 
rer heard of more. Another Piece 
lately written on the ſame Side, takes- it 
for granted that the Bill ſo withdrawn, 


was a Repeal of the Teſt Act as ro Pro- 
teſtant Diſſenters; for thus he argues: 


Was it once thought a proper Time by 
both Houſes of Parliament, in ſuch a Reign 
as pb, 7 King Charles the Second; and 

e ſaid there is no Time proper it 
the preſent Reign? And that this Fact paſ- 
ſes current among the Diſſenters, we: may 
gather from the Streſs that is laid upon it by 


the Chairman of their late General Aan 


(7) 


in the / Vindication of his Speech: The 
Di 3 7 he, oy pray to be reſto - 
red to their ich g which Birth-11ght 
"they ire" to urchaſe the Safety 7 this 


| (the Church's Eftablifhment, and this 
too at a Time when in imminent Danger. 
Which the then Parliament was ſo ſenlible 
| 755 that a Bill for the Relief of the Proteſ= 
| Diſſe er was brought in, and 4 4145 
both 22 but practiſed away, when it 
ould have had the Royat Aſſent, 


There is a ſmall Miſtake in this laſt Ac- 
count: The paſſing the Teſt Act, and the 
withdrawing the Bill for Relief of the Dif- 
ſenters, were Tranſactions five Years di- 
ſtant from each other, and in different Par- 
Jiaments. But though we ſuppoſe all the four 
Accounts to be true in Subſtance, yet as the 
Facts are connected and a plied, they mif- 
lead Readers i into a Belek of what is very 
untrue, i. e. that they are Evidences of a 
continued Defire and Endeavour in both 
Houſes of Parliament from the Tirue of 
paſſi ng the Teſt Act, to relieve the Diſſen- 
ters from the Incanveniencies of it; anal that 
they had ſucceeded in it, if their Endes vours 
* an been diſappointed by the Artifices of 
the Court. Whereas the Truth is, That 
though in the remaining Part of that Reign, 
os ttempts they refer to and others of the 


Kind were made in Favour of the Niſſen» 
tefs, 
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ters, ſometimes in the Houſe of Lords, and 


at other Times in the Houſe of Commons; 


yet no one of thoſe Attempts had any Rclati- 
on to the Teſt Act, nor any Deſign to exempt 
them from the Diſabilities of it, in order to 
make them, capable of Offices in the State. 


The great Aim of :thoſe Endeavours, was co 
procure them an Exemption from the Penal- 


ties of the Laws which reſted upon them 


in common with the Papiſts; the Penalties 
tor not coming to Church and conformin 

to the eftabliſh'd Worſhip ; and the Laws 
enacting thoſe, Penalties, from which they 
bave already a. full and total Exemption 
by the AR of. Toleration.-;'' *, _ - 
I aw far from charging the forecited Wri- 
ters, or .any others ,who. have mentioned 
thoſe Laws on the; Side of the Diſſenterg, 
with an [htentivy to miſleaq their Readers, 
On the contrary, I am very ſenſible that 
themſclves might eafjly be miſled, by con- 
necting the Titles of the Bills as they are 
mentiòned in our common Hiſtorians, with 
that Story of Alderman Love; without con- 
ſulting : the Records of Parliament to ſee 
what the real Tenor of the Bills was, But 
lince theſe Things are now under publick 
Conliqeration, it may be of ſome; Service 
to have that Matter rightly underſtood. ; for 
according as the Facts come Out, it is a 


Point of great Weight on one Side or the 
other; and we ſee the Diſſenters conſider 
OY it 


e . 


le 


. 


it as ſuch. If theſe Attempts in their Fa- 
your, between the paſſing the Teſt Act and 
the Revolution, were dend to relieve 
them again that Act, it is an Argument 
that the Lords and Commons of thoſe Days 
judg'd it a Thing ft and reaſonable to be 
done. But if in that Period, the great Bu- 
ſineſs of the two Houſcs was to procure 
them an Exemption from the Penal Laws, 
and if, notwithſtanding that viſible Concern 
for the Diſſenters, and thoſe Teſtimonies of 
Zeal for their Service, neither Houſe did 
once attempt to relieve them in the Point 
of the Teſt Act ; the Argument will be, 
That neither Houſe thought it /t and rea- 
ſonable to be done. This will ſhow, that 
both Houſes put a juſt Diſtinction between 
the relieving of Conſcience, and the entitling 
to Power; the ſame Diſtinction that was 
atterwards made in framing the Act of To- 
leration, which gives Relief to Conſcience, but 
expreſly debars from Temporal Power. 


To deſcend then to thoſe Attempts which 
are ſaid to have been made in Favour of the 
Diſſenters. | 
The firſt was the Bill which one of the 
forementioned Writers ſpeaks of, and which 
may ſeem to have a Relation to the Teſt Act, 
being brought in immediately upon paſſing 
that Act, and entitled, © For the Eaſe of his 
1 Majeſty's he rs Subjeds', Whereas 

the 


(70) 
the true Deſign of it was this. The King, in 
the Interval of Parliament, had publiſhed a 
Declaration bearing Date March the 1 5th, 
1671-2, by which he ſuſpended the Execu- 
tion of all Penal Laws in Matters Eccleſi- 


2 againſt whatſoever Sort of Non-Gon- 
0 


rmiſts or Recuſants, and alſo allowed Pla- 
ces of Meeting to Proteſtant Diſſenters, un- 
der proper Regulations. When 'the Parlia- 
ment met, the Commons preſented an Ad- 
dreſs to the King, in which they repreſented, 
© 'That conſidering his Declaration of Ju- 
© dulgence, they found themſelves bound in 
© Duty to inform him, that Penal Statutes 
© in Matters Eccleſiaſtical, could not be 
© ſuſpended but by Act of Parliament.” In 
conſequence of this, the forementioned Bill 
was brought in, to Enable the King to pur- 
ſuc his good Intentions towards Proteſtant 
Diſſenters, under ſuch Limitations as the 
Bill preſcrib'd ; but all this with a View to 
the Penal Laws only, and without the leaſt 
Reference to the Teſt Act. 


The other Bill in Favour of the Diſſenters, 
which had paſſed both Houſes, and was 
ready for the Royal Aſſent, but, either by 
Accident or Deſign, was not to be found 
when the King came to the Houſe, is now 
in the 2 7 Office, and is no more than a 
Repeal of the Statute made in the 35th of 

Elizabeth , 


( 11 ) 
Elizabeth; by which Statute Sectaries of all 
Denominations were required to attend the 
Eſtabliſh'd Worſhip, and not to repair to 
Conventicles, under the Penalties therein 
mentioned; but neither has this Bill of Re- 
peal the leaſt Eye to the Teſt Act, or to 
any Thing of Temporal Concern, 


In the Year 1680, we find a Reſolution 
in the Houſe of Commons, That the Sta- 
© tutes made in the Reigns of Queen E/iza- 
© heth and King James the Firſt againſt 
© Papiſts, ought not to be extended to Pro- 
© reſtant DIES 3 and after that, an Ad- 
dreſs to the King, That Diſſenters proſe- 
© cuted upon Penal Statutes againſt Papiſts, 
© may be allowed to compound at the Ex- 
© chequer, without Fees.* And at the ſame 
Time, the Heads of a. Bill were prepared, to 
remove ſome of the Objections againſt Con- 

rming, and to exempt thoſe, who after ſuch 
bjections remov'd could not conform, from 
the Penalties of Non-Conformity, But all 
theſe, we ſec, related to the Penalties reſting 
upon Diſſenters for not conforming to the 

ablick Worſhip of the Church, and had not 
the leaſt Relation to the Teſt Act, or a Ca- 
pacity tor Offices of any kind, 


In the ſame Year, the Lords ſent down 
to the Commons 


a Bill, To diſtinguiſh 
" 11 Proteſtant 
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( 12 ) 
Proteſtant Diſſenters from Popiſh Recuſants'; 
to which many Amendments were made by 
the Commons. And here, it any where, one 
would expect to find ſome Clauſe for ex- 
empting Diſſenters from the Diſabilities of 
the Teſt Act, haditenter'd into the Thoughts 
of either Houſe to make a Diſtinqtion in that 


Particular. But ſo far was it from this, that 


the Bill goes not one Step further, than 
to pardon and diſcharge Proteſtant Diſſenters 
who were then under Proſecution upon the 
Statutes made in the Reigns of Queen Eli- 
zabeth and King James the Firſt, and to 
exempt them from the Penalties of thoſe Sta- 
tutes for the Time to come. 


It appears by the foregoing Deduction, 
that the great Point in which the two Houſes 
endeavoured to befriend the Diſſenters, from 
the Time of paſſing the Teſt-Act and du- 
ring the Remainder of King Charles's Reign, 
was to eaſe them of the Na of Non- 
Conformity; which Penalties had been in- 
flicted by former Laws, partly againſt them 
ſingly, and partly againſt them in Con- 
junction with the Papiſts, as both agreed in 
not conforming to the publick Worſhip. 
And if in that Period of Time there had 
been Attempts in either Houſe of Parlia- 
ment to repeal the 72% Ad, it is not to be 
ſuppoſed, that Writers, who on this 5 0 

ion 


. 
ſion dwell upon Bills which have no Rela- 
tion to that Act, would have omitted the 
Mention of Bills which have; eſpecially 
at this Juncture, when ſuch Inſtances might 
give ſome Countenance to the preſent At- 
tempt. But it ſeems in thoſe Days, the Ar- 
guments of Natural Right, and the Griev- 
ance of Negative Diſcouragements, were 
not underſtood ; and it is happy tor this 
Nation that they were not. it they had, 
and a Repeal of the Teſt Act had been 
obtain'd in that Reign, the Condition of 
theſe Kingdoms 1n the next had been diſmal 
indeed. — When King James wanted no- 
thing but the Repeal of that ſingle Act to 
accompliſh his Deſigns : — When, if it had 
been repealed to his Hand, Numbers of Places, 
Civil and Military,might have been filled with 
Papiſts and Perſons Popithly affected; and 
this carried on agrecably to Law, and with- 
out the fatal Exerciſe of a Diſpenſing Pow- 
er, in Violation of the fundamental! Liber- 
ties of the Realm : — When, therefore, to 
avoid that Rock, the general Direction was, 
(as now it is) to beſtow Votes for Members 
of Parliament, according as the Candidates 
were known to be inclined or diſinclined to 
the Repeal of the Teſt. The Penal Laws 
were indeed added ; but every one knows, 
that was only meant as a Bait to catch the 
Diſſenters; and if the Papiſts had ſucceeded 


In 


juſt; The A 


(14 ) 
in a Parliament that would have taken off 
the Teſt, they would have been ſo far from 
being under any Apprehenſion from Penal 
Laws, that in all Probability they would 
have been the only Perſons in the Kingdom 
exempt. from them. 


Tis true, in the next Reign, King Wil- 
lam recommended; to his firſt Parliament, The 
leaving Room for the Admiſſion of all Pro- 
teſtants that were willing aud able to ſerve. 
And in purſuance of the King's Deſire, a 
Clauſe was brought into the Houſe of Lords, 
to take away the Neceſlity of receiving the 
Sacrament, in order to be capable of any, 
Office, Employment or Place of Truſt; 
which an Hiſtorian of good Authority tells 
us, was rejected by a great Majority. When 
that failed, another Clauſe was offer'd, to 
make the receiving the Sacrament in any 
Proteſtant Congregation, and a Certificate 
thereof, a ſufficient Qualification; but this 
alſo, as the ſame Hiſtorian tells us, was re- 
jected by a great Majority. And the Rea- 
ſon he ſuggeſts for the Court's propoſing 
ſuch Clauſes at that critical Juncture, is very 
prehenſion there was, in the 


- 


Infancy of the Revolution, that many of 
the Church of England, who had wiſh'd for 
King William as their Deliverer, would not 
{3 ready to ſubmit to him as their So- 
vereigu; 


be 


(15) 
vereign; which, God be thanked, is fo far 
from being the preſent Caſe, that no Period 
of Time can be aſſigu'd ſince the Revolution, 
when there was leſs Ground or Colour for a 
Suggeſtion of that Kind. 


What the judgment of the Legiſlature 
was, concerning the Importance of the Leſt 
Act, and of preſerving it entire, appears 
from the rejecting thoſe two Clauſes by a 
great Majority, and from the ſpecial Care that 
was afterwards taken in the Act of Tolera- 
tion, to include Diſſenters under the Diſa- 
bilities of it. And what was the real Judg- 
ment of King William and Queen Mary in 
this Matter of the Sacramental Teſt, con- 
ſidered in itſelf and abſtracted from the Ap- 
prehenſion of imminent Danger to the State, 
appears from the Anſwer they return'd by 
Fenſionary Fagel to King James, when he 
deſired their Approbation of his Deſign to 
procure a Repeal of it © Their High Mighti- 
© neſſes (ſays be) do not ſee how it can be ex- 
© petted of them, that they ſhould conſent 
| © to ſuch Abrogation, to which they have ſo 
© juſt an Averſion, as being a Thing that is 
© contrary to the Laws and Cuſtoms of a// 
© Chriſtian States, whether Proteſtants or Pa- 
© piſts, who admit none to a Share of the Go- 
* vernment, or publick Employments, but 
© thoſe who profeſs the publick and W 

os 
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Manner, advance an Aſſertion, in w 


6169 


ed Religion, and endeavour to ſecure it 


© againſt all Attempts whatſoever”. 


By this wiſe Rule the Legiſlature proceed- 
ed in framing the Act of Toleration; they 


removed the Difficulties the Diſſenters were 


under from the Penal Laws, and provided 
by an expreſs Clauſe, that they ſhould con- 
tinue under the Diſabilities of the Teſt. The 
ſame Rule has had the tacit Approbation of 
all Parliaments fince ; and, it is to be hoped, 
will not be departed from by any Parliament 
to come, till they ſee better Reaſons for ſuch 
Departure, than any that have hitherto ap- 
peared. | 


I am aware, that it has bcen ſuggeſted in 
ſome late Pamphlets, that by the Conſtitu- 
tign of Holland, the Arminians are Sharers 
with the Calviniſts in the Promotions of the 
State; how truly, let the foregoing Decla- 
ration determine. Is it credible, that their 
Highneſſes and the Penſionary ſhould, on 
ſuch a ſolemn Occaſion and in ſo publick a 

bich they 

might be convicted of Falſhood from the 
Conſtitution of their own Country? As to, 
Scotland, which has been mentioned as an- 
other Exception to the general Rule; I am 
not knowing enough in the Laws of that 
Country, to ſay in every particular how it is 
; there ; 
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and Lay Communion. And this, doubtleſs, 
A - 


( 17 ) 

there; but this I do know, That not only 
Miniſters, Preachers, Probationers, and all 
others bearing Office in r Col- 
lege, or School, ſubſcribe a Declaration, That 
they will never ENDEAVOUR, directly or 
indirectly, the Prejudice or Subverſion of 
the PRESBYTERTAN Government'; but that 
the ſame is alſo to be ſubſcribed by the LAY 
ELDERS of every Parith, who may be pre- 
ſumed to be the Perſons of beſt Note and Fi- 

ure in their reſpective Pariſhes, and to ſtand 
laireſt for Places in the State. 


But to return to England. It may not be 
improper to obſerve, that in that Interval 
between the Teſt Act and the Revolution, 


an Expedient of another Kind was thoughr 


of, in order to give Diſſenters a Capacity for 
Civil Offices and Employments ; I mean, the 
bringing them over to the Eſtabliſhed 
Church. To this Purpoſe we find a Bill in 


Parliament in the Year 1673, For compoſing 


Differences in Religion, and inviting ſober 
and peaceable- minded D | 
Service of the Church'; and the Heads of 


iflenters into the 


another in the Year 1680, For the better 
Uniting his Majeſty's Proteſtant Subjects; 


the firſt, relating to ſome Difficulties which 


kept Diſſenting Teachers from conforming ; 


and the ſecond, to remove ſome Objections 


which lay in the Way both to Minifteria} 


was 
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618) 
was the regular Method; firſt, to endeavour 


to bring them by all proper and reaſonable 
Means to a good liking of both Parts of the 


Eftabliſhment ; and when that was effected, 


the Way was fairly open to an equal Parti- 
cipation of the Benefits and Advantages of 
both. But now, the Diſſenters themſelves 
have raiſed new Obſtructions to this Work, 
or rather render'd all Attempts of that 
Kind impraCticable. Heretofore, the only 
Difficulties were, in Point of Government, 
and in Point of Worſhip; but now we arc 

iven to underſtand by _ among them, 
That unleſs they are gratified in ſome Doc- 
trina] Points alſo, they muſt remain at 
greater Diſtance from us than ever. Herc- 
tofore, no Objections were made againſt Sub- 
{criptions to Creeds and Articles, by which 
the Church of England, and all other Pro- 
teſtant Churches of what Country or Deno- 
mination ſoever, ſatisfy themſelves concern- 
ing the Faith of thoſe who are to be em- 
ae in the Miniſtry; but now, all Sub- 


ſcriptions of that Kind are openly con- 


demn'd by many of the Diſſenters, as Inva- 
ſions of Chriſtian Liberty, and Uſurpation 
upon Conſcience: And if there were nc 
Difticulty either about Doctrines, or the Sub- 
{cription to them; yet their falling into the 
new Notion, That the Eſtabliſhment of Na- 
tional Churches by Civil Authority, is de- 
ſtructiy 


em- 
Sub- 
con- 


Sub- 
to the 
Na- 
is de- 
uctie 


ſettled in Parliament and Convocation. 
Was there no Way of coming to @ Temper 


( 19 ) 


ſtcructive of Liberty, and greatly 4 
to Religion, would of itſelf put an End to 
all Expedients for their Uniting with the 
Eſtabliſhed Church, 


Great Complaint is made in many of the 
Pieces which have been written on this Oc- 
gion, that the Biſhops, after the Revolu- 
tion, forgot their Profeſſion to King James, 
of a Readineſs to come to a Temper with the 
Diſſenters. The Truth of that Caſe was thus: 
The Seven Biſhops who preſenteq;the Petition 
to that Prince, to excuſe their not publiſhing 
his Declaration for Liberty of Conſcience upon 


the Foot of a Diſpenſing Power, told him, 


That their Refuſal to publiſh it, was not for 
any Want of Tenderneſs to Diſſenters ; in 
relation to whom they were willing to come 
to ſuc h a Lemper, as ſhould be thought fit, 
when the Matter ſhould be confider'd and 
But 


with the Diflenters, in Religion, but by 
letting them into Offices in the State ? Does 
not that Declaration, to which the Petition 
of the Biſhops refers, ſuſpend the Penal Laws, 


aſter wards made good to them in a legal 
Way, by the Act of Toleration? Will it be 
queſtion d, whether the Exemption from 

a 2 | Teſts 


(20) 


Teſts and Oaths upon coming into Offices, 
which is alſo mention'd in that Declaration, 
was meant by him as a Favour to Proteſtants, 
or Papiſts ? Upon the whole, is there the 
leaſt Probability, the Circumſtances of that 
Reign conſider'd, that the Biſhops had any 
Thoughts of touching the Teſt Act? No, 
what they meant, was what was afterwards 
done, a Relief to tender Conſciences in Point 
ly of Religious Worſhip ; apd as to Civil Of- 
| fices, no Way was thought on by the Biſhops 
19 to bring Difanters into thoſe, but by firſt 
1 bringing them into the Eftabliſh'd Church. 


160 Thus far, the Teſt has been conſider'd on- 
ſs ly as an Excluſive Law; let us now ſee the 
Cats of 1t as Sacramental, And in thi; 
bl Reſpect, it is material to obſerve, that it 
; is a Teſt much older than the Reign «© 
King Charles the Second; and that, bot! 
i | for exempting from temporal Penalties, and 
þ entitling to temporal Benefits. By the; 
| 


ab. 2 
2 


Fac. I. every Recuſant, beſides conforming 
and coming to Church, is bound to receive 
the Sacrament in his Pariſh Church once : 
Year, to be exempted from the Penaltics ©! 
Recuſancy. And by the 7 Fac. I. every 
Perſon who deſires to be Naturalized (and 
by that to be entitled to the temporal Ad- 
vantages of Naturalization) is obliged to 
of make Proof of his having received the Sa. 
| i rrament of the Lord's Supper, within one 
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Month before the Bill be exhibited in Par- 


liament. The ſame Obligation to receive 
the Sacrament, and on the like Accounts, 
is repeated in the Corporation and Teſt- 
Acts; and was virtually approved by the 
Parliament in the Reign of King James IL 
by their Refuſal to repeal it; and expreſly 


reinforc'd by the Act of Toleration in the 


Reign of King William ; and continued by 
the Act againſt Occafroval Conformity in 
the Reign of Queen Aune; and left upon 
the ancient Foot by the Repeal of that Act 
in the Reign of King George the Firſt. One 
would imagine, that if this Teſt were a 


Thing ſo very abominable as has been repre- 


ſented of late, the Legiſlatures in five ſuc- 
ceſſive Reigns would have ſeen the Abomi- 
nation, and not have ſuffter'd ſuch an Hor- 
rible Iniquity to reſt upon the Nation; at 
leaſt, that they would not avowedly have 
approved and ratified it from Time to Time, 
by ſo many freſh and repeated Sanctions. 
Charity would incline one to believe, that 
this Point muſt certainly have been conſide- 
red by Them in ſome other Light. Suppoſe 
their Thoughts were, That in a Chriftian 


Country it is fit and reaſonable that thoſe 


who are to be employed in the publick Ad- 
miniſtration, ſhould give ſome publick Teſti- 
mony of their being Chri/tians ; That from 
the moſt early Times of Chriſtianity, the ac- 
tual joining in Communion has ever been 
eſteemed the moſt proper Proof that Men 
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(22 
were Chriſtians; That for the Sake of pub- 
lick Peace and Order, and that Church 
and State might be a mutual Support to each 
other, it was further expedient, that Perſons 
employ d in the State, ſhould be Chriſtiars 
conforming to the Worſhip approv'd and 
eſtablith'd by the State; That Rules and 
Laws are not therefore bad in themſelves, 
and to be laid aſide, becauſe bad Men a- 
buſe them, and make them the Occaſi- 
ons of Sin; (if that were the Caſe, Oaths 
muſt be forbidden and laid aſide, becauſe 
they are viſibly the Occaſions of much Per- 
jury ;) That, in private Life, if a Maſter 
of a Family make a Rule, that he will en- 
tertain no Servant who docs not receive the 
Sacrament at the three great Feſtivals, the 
Rule is good, and very fit to be continued, 
tho' ſome Servants may comply with it only 
for the Sake of keeping their Station in the 
Family; That they who obtain Offices in the 
State, know beforchand the Conditions of 
keeping them; and it they will act the Hy- 
pocrites, and not prepare themſelves as they 
ought in the three Months which the Law 
allows them, nor take the Warning which 
the Church gives of the Danger of receiving 
unworthily, it is their own Fault, and at 
their own Peril. Their Minds are undoubt- 


edly wicked, but the Law does not make 
them ſo. 


Theſe 2 


( 23 ) 
þ Theſe, we may ſuppoſe, were the Rea- 
a ſonings of the Legiſlature in the five ſue- 
ceſſive Reigns, under which the Sacramen- 
tal Teſt was appointed and ratified; and the 
1 chief Favourers of the Diſſenters, and many 
1 pt the Diſſenters themſelves, ſeem'd former- 
7 ly to acquieſce in the Force of thoſe Rea- 
4 ane Otherwiſe, no Account can be 
5 given of that Endeavour which was us'd in 
5 the Reign of King William, to make the 
1 receiving the Sacrament in their own Con- 
y gregations, a ſufficient Qualification for Pla- 
* ces; nor of another Endeavour in the Reign 
gf of King George the Firſt, for the like Al- 
E lowance to quality themſelves for Naturali- 
E zation in their own Meetings ; nor of the 
„ Uneaſineſs of the whole Body of Diſſen- 
* ters, at their being debarr'd the Benefit of 
Occaſional Conformity, and of their Zeal to 
e procure a Repeal of the Act; nor laſtly, of 
tf _ their aQtually qualifying themſelves in ſuch 
2 Numbers, by receiving the Sacrament on 
a4 Account of Places. Let me add, that if 
W  _ others, who at this Time inveigh ſo loudly 
h againſt the Sacramental Teſt, were /olely or 
g - chiefly govern'd by a Concern for the Honour 
at of the Ordinance, they would long e're 
* this have propos d in its ſtead ſome of her 
0 Pledge and Security, by which the End and 
Intent of the Sacramental Teſt might be 
| equally attain'd. 
83 
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(24) 
The Diſſenters cannot but confeſs, that 
they have lived long in a Fon Enjoyment of 


their Toleration, unenvied and unmoleſted. 
Some Privileges which that Act leſt them in 
Poſſeſſion of, and which were taken away in 
the latter End of the Reign of Queen Anne, 
were reſtored to them in the next Reign, 
by the Repeal of the Conformity and Sc hiſim 
Acts. — In the latter End of Queen 
Anne, ſome Meeting-Houſes had been pul- 
led down, and Violence offered to others; 
but in the firſt of King George the Firſt, 
the pulling down, or beginning to demoliſh 
or pull down, any Meeting- Houſe, was 
made Felony, without Benefit of Cler- 
gy. — It had been adjudg'd, that by the 
Act of Toleration, no Teacher, tho' duly 
qualified to officiate in one County, could 
legally preach in another; and becauſe that 
Limitation was oft-times attended with In- 
convenience, the Legiſlature provided againſt 
their incurring the Penaltics of the Low, 
tho' they ſhould officiate in another County. 
-- By the Act of Toleration, no private Diſ- 
ſenters were exempted from the N of 
Non- Conformity enacted by former Laws, 
but ſuch only as had in open Seſſions taken 
the Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy, and 
made and ſubſcribed the Declaration of the 
3oth of Charles the Second againſt Popery ; 


and becauſe this was an Inconvenience to the 
Body 
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yofthe Diſſenters, the Legiſlature did not 


only exempt them from the Penalties already 
| Ancurr'd by the Neglects of ſuch Qualifica- 


tion for the Time paſt, but. alſo ee an 
eaſy Remedy againſt the like Dangers for 
1 Time to come: So that nothing has 
been omitted, that could be done, to make 


Good to them their Toleration to the full, 


and to make it as caſy as poſſible both to 
Teachers and People; that it might effectu- 
ally anſwer the End which the Preamble of 
the Act ſets forth, viz. Eaſe to Scrupulous 
Conſciences in the Exerciſe of Religion: But 
the Legiſlature did not underſtand, that 
Power and Profit were fit Remedics for Scru- 
ples of Conſcience. 


_ I know it is alledg'd in Behalf of the Diſ- 

nters, that they have no ill Intention to the 
Eſtabliſhed Church; or if they had, that 
their Numbers are too inconſiderable to hurt 


1 

© To this many Things may be reply'd ; 
1 — That the introducing a Form of Go- 
vernment and Worſhip, very different from 
that of the Eſtabliſhed Church, is what their 
Judgment and Conſcience direct them to. 


7 — That Men out of Power are not com- 
petent Judges of what their Aims and In- 
D tentions 
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tentions may be, when in Power. Our Hiito- 
Fes will 1 ſufter us to. Me the Conduct 
of the PxEsBYTERIANS in the Reign of 
King Charles the Firſt (whom we find, u- 
der Power,complaining loudly of Perſecution 
on Account of Religion, and, in Power, 
exerting the utmoſt Leal againſt ranting ſo 
much as a Toleration to any other Sect or Per- 
ſuation,;) nor the Conduct of the IN DEPEN- 
DENTS in the ſame Heignawho fled from Per- 
ſecution in Oli England, and became the mot 
rigid Perſecutors of Quakers and Anabap- 
tits, as well as thoſe of the Epiſcopal Per- 
fuation, in New England. TE ek 


hat heretofore, the Aſſiſtance which 
the Diſſenters of this Kingdom received from 
their Brethren a Scotlaud, completed the De- 
ſign of eftabhſhing Presbytery ; and they 
will be apt to flatter themſelves, that upon 
a proper Opportunity the Zeal of their 
Neighbours of North Britain will not be 
wanting to effect the ſame Uniformity in 
Religion throughout the. Iſland : (The Ap- 
prehenſion of this, as grounded upon for- 
mer Experience, occaſion d that ſtrong and 
never to be forgotten Clauſe.in the Act of 
Union, © That all Laws then in, Force for 
© the Eſtabliſhmeut and Preſervation of the 
© Church of Euglaud, and the Doctrine, 
Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Government 
thereof, ſhould be zz full Force for. ever j 
"ITN and 
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c and he an efertial and fundamental Part 


© of it. This Act had before ſpecified, by 
Name, the Act of Uniformity, and the Act 
of the 1 3th of Elizabeth tor confirming the 
Thirty Nine Articles ; which two contain 
the Doctrine, Worſhip, Government and 
Diſcipline of the Church of England, And 


"though it would be great Preſumption to ſer 
Bounds to the Power of the Parliament of 


Great Britain; yet ſurely if Words have 
any Meaning, the 4dditional Mention of 
Laws for the PkEsExRvATtION of the Doc- 
tkine, cor. muſt refer to ſuch other Laws as 
fence and guard that Doctrine, Ec. againſt 
the Endeavours and Attempts of Enemies of 
all Kinds. As to Scotland, what the Ex- 
tent of the Act is which was made in that 
Parliament for the Security of their Religion, 
| hag to the Union, and whether the 
erms in which it is conceiy'd, amount to 
Þ trong and clear a Proviſion for the Perpe- 
fuity of all Laws then in Force for the 
Ls TABLISHMENT and PRESERVATTON of 
their Doctrine, Worſhip, Difcipline and Go- 
vernment, muſt be left to the Judgment of 
thoſe, who will be at the Pains to make an 
Exact and impartial Cmpariſon of the two 


Acts. But this by the way.) 


4 
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— That, (to come nearer our own 
Days) Time was when the Diſſenters thought 
themſelves completely happy in the Tolera- 
tion, and appear'd at leaſt to have no fur- 
ther. Views; and if cx ſhould ſucceed in 
their preſent Attempt, Lime may be, when 
they will as little acquieſce in an Exemption 
from the Teſt Act, as they do now in their 
Toleration, | | 


—— That they wha would now have it 
beliey'd, that all they aim at, 1s the remo- 
ving the Incapacity for Places; may, if they 
obtain that, carry their Menaces ſtill higher, 
and be yet more troubleſome to their Prince, 
if they happen to think, that in the Diſpoſal 
of Favours they are not regarded in full Pro- 
portion to their Numbers, and Importance, 
and great Merit toward the Government. 


— That however harmleſs and inno- 
cent the Intention of the preſent Diſſenters 
may be with Regard to the Church, they 
cannot anſwer for the Intentions of the next 
Generation, 


— That, according to their own Ac- 
counts in ſome late Writings, their Strength 
is very formidable; and if at preſeut, 
they think themſelves in a Condition to 
carry their Point by Menacing, what WH 

they 
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f they not enterprize when their Menaces have 


ſucceeded, and they feel their Strength, and 
arc fluſh'd with Victory? It would indeed 
be extreme Weakneſs in a Majority that 


' ſhould be able to carry this firſt Point, to 


ſtop there, and not go on to diſarm all O 

joſers, and put it out of their Power to di- 
Farb them in their Meaſures for the Time 
to come. 


That the Strength of the Diſſenters 
is known to lic in the Cities and Boroughs, 
where their Influence will always be, in Pro- 
portion to the Share they have in the Govern- 
ment of thoſe Places; a Circumſtance very 
fit to be attended to, when we conſider how 


large a Proportion of Members of the Houſe 


of Commons are returned from the Citics and 
Boroughs. And the fewer "Teſts there are 
upon the Elected, the greater Need there is 
to continue the preſent Reſtraints upon the 


Power and Influence of the Ele&ors. 


— That the Diſſenters, beſides their own 
Weight, are ſure to be joined in all At- 
tempts againſt the E/abliſhment of the Church, 

y great Numbers, who will join them in 
pulling down, though in nothing elſe. wiz. 


1. By Infidels, who know how greatly 
their Work is obſtructed, and a Senſe of 
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Religion erv'd, by a lar and uni- 
em Wolli Weekly md in every 
Pariſh Church; and whoſe great Leader, 
the late Mr. Collins, well knew what he 
was doing, When he ſet himſelf with ſo much 
Zeal to repreſent all Eſtabliſhments in Re- 
ligion as Encroachments upon the Rights 
and Liberties of Mankind. 


2. By Others, who tho' they diſown the 
Name of Infidels, have been taught to be- 
lieve that aflembling in a publick Worſhip 
is no Part of Chriſtianity, and that the 
Maintenance of a national Miniſtry might 
well be ſpar'd, and the Revenues of the 
Church better applied to other Uſes, publick 
or private. 


3. By all Thoſe, who for Reaſons beft 


| known to themſelves, have entertain'd ſtrong 


Prejudices againſt Biſhops and Clergymen 
as ſuch, and find a particular Pleaſure in 


any thing that may vex or diſquiet them. 


And 4. By a Fourth Sort, who, blinded 
with thoſe Prejudices, are fo far from ſeeing 
what every unprejudic'd Eye muſt fee, the 
Strength and Support which the Conſtitution 
in Church and State mutually afford to each 
other, that they have wrought themſelves 
into a Perſuaſion, that as long as the Church- 
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637) 
Eſtabliſhment ſubſiſts, Civil Liberty cannot 
be ſafe. 


- Theſe, united, are evidently a Force, too 
formidable to be deſpiſed or neglected; and 
e Diſſenters muſt think the Friends of the 


Church of England the weakeſt People upon 
Earth, if they can ſuppoſe they will be caſy 


and unconcern d, at ſeeing that Force fur- 
ther ſtrengthen'd, and render'd yet more 


formidable, by new Additions of Power and 
Influence. 
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